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REMARKS 

These remarks are in response to the Office Actio|<iH 
shortened statutory period for response set to expire Nofv^ber : 



lidated August 23, 2004, which 
23,2004. A one-month 
extension of time, to expire Etecember 23, 2004, is reqiiei(ti^ in a petition filed herewith. 



has a 



Claims 

Claims 1-19 are pending in the aboveMdentifiedi;a||>irfication. Claims 1-19 are rejected 
over prior art. Claims 9 and 17-19 are amended^ and C^a^s 1-8 and 10-16 remain as filed. 
Reconsideration is requested. |M| 



Double Patenting Rejection f.\\\ 

Claims 1-19 arc rejected on grounds of nonstati|t<|^ double patenting, A terminal 

disclaimer is filed herewith to obviate the double patentiiiisi rejection. Withdrawal of the 

r ■' ' ' 

rejection is respectfiiUy requested. |ni ; 

Reiectiotis Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 9, 1 1, 12, and 17-19 are lejectedlufeier 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Akiyama (USPN 5,952,991) m viewJi^McKnight (USPN 6^5,991). Claims 
2 and 10 ate rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103 as unpaten&ijle over Akiyama and McKnight as 
applied to Claim 1, and further in view of Pinkham (uIiIH 6,518,945). 

First Interview Summary 

An interview was held between Applicants' atttM^ey Larry E. Henneman, Jr. and 
Examiner Regina Liang, on November 1 5, 2004. Mr, ^^eman requested clarification with 
respect to the proposed modification of the circuit of tlfe-|immary reference to obtain Applicants* 
claimed invention and, also, how the pending claims lacing read on the proposed 
modification. The Examiner did not provide any clariilciifioiL Further, contrary to Examiner 
Liang's assertion in the Interview Summary mailed No^^^ber 23, 2004, Mr. Henneman did not 
present any arguments what so ever. Mr. Henneman d|dl|^tsist in his request for clarification. 
However, despite many attempts, Mr. Henneman was 4pi|>arently unable to effectively 
communicate his request for clarification to Examiner hik 
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Second Interview Summary 

A second interview was held on Decemljet 17, 



App, Serial No.: 09/536,858 
\ Atty. Docket No.: 0011-02801 



between Examiner Henry Ttan and 



Applicants' attorney Mr. Larry E. Henneman^ Jt|,, i Ap^|iG|Bto acknowledge and predate the 
time and effort spent by Examiner Tran and the cbnstri|;tlve assistance provided by Examiner 
Tran during the interview. i [ 

First, Examiner Tran and Mr. Hennemaij agreejl tljiat Applicants' invention was 
distinguished over the cited prior art, because ac^iditt| tj> Applicants' invention a data bit is 
used to control the assertion of voltages supplied by on^ of the two voltage supply terminals on 
the pixel electrode. X ] ■ 

Second, Examiner Tran and Mr. Henncnlan dis^|u^ed proposed amendments that would 

• i 

clarify the agreed upon distinction over the prio ' art Ill:was agreed that Claim 1 did not require 



any amendments to distinguish over the prior arrof tec0r4 



Claims 9 and 17 were agreed upon to distinguislied oyi^ ihe prior art of record 



Further, specific amendments to 



Claim 1 : 

Claim 1 recites, in part, "a switch responsive tq|^fljia data bit and operative to selectively 
couple said pixel electrode with one of said firs^ vblta^l ^i4>ply line and said second voltage 
supply line." (emphasis added) The cited refercjntes, vphi^n combined, do not teach or suggest 
this element of Claim 1. | :| : 

Claims 2-8 depend, either directly or indirisctly^ fijom Claim 1 and are, therefore, 
distinguished from the cited prior art for at least the s^ej reason. 



Claim 9 : i : 1 i ■ 

As amended herein. Claim 9 recites, in ij^art,;'s|fidi switch asserts a voltage supplied by 

I '. "J'. - i ' 

said first voltage supply terminal or a voltage siippUed Jbiyt s^d second voltage supply terminal on 
said output terminal responsive to a value of said data ^itj asserted on said control terminal." 
(emphasis added) The cited references, v/hon cbmbin0, ;do not teach or suggest this element of 
amended Claim 9, f: I 

Claims 10-16 depend, either directly or indiireciiy| ftom Claim 9 and are, therefore, 
distinguished from the cited prior art for at least th^ saffie reason* 
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Claim 17 : 

As amended herein, Cloim 17 recites^ 
operative to transmit said asserted predetemll 
means and said second supply terminal meani; 
cited references^ when combined, do not teac| 

Claims 18-19 depend, either directly 
distinguished from the cited prior art for at 
amended so as to remain consistent with 



I I ; \ App. Serial No,: 09/536,858 
i nAtty. Docket No.: 0011-028C1 



bipart, **^i3Jtel means responsive to said data bit and 

Vplia|e^ i&bm one of said furst supply terminal 
t6 sakl {»i^^i electrode." (emphasis added) The 
dr siiggi^ this element of amended Claim 17. 
iindireciy/^m Claim 17 and are, therefore, 
teason. Claims 18 and 19 are also 



leistithe 



Claiib 1% in ^e^ df the amendments to Claim 17. 



Applicant hereby affirms that the 
correspond word-for-word to the amendmentil 



ami#tdknentl9 1^1^ <^ 9 and 17 made herein 

agreed ih the interview with Examiner Tran. 



For the above reasons Applicants reqi|es|t recot^iwration and withdrawal of the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 



For the foregoing reasons, Applicants 
Should the Examiner undertake any action 
Examiner has any questions or suggestions 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants' 



sa^e 



Mliev^ Cual^s 1-19 are in condition for allowance, 
than 4lp>ivance of Claims 1-19, or if the 
cpedi^^ ihe prosecution of this appUcation, the 
jittbmcy fi^ (12^9) 279-8820. 



ptier 
fdre- 



l^pectfMl>i Submitted, 



airy fiTiiehiieinan, Jr„ Reg. Wo. 4 



■{ i,eifry Heisneman, Jr., Reg. Wo. 41,063 
^^tbmeyjibtl^ 
flenn#i^ Saunders 
h4 ^^BcMgan Ave. 
^rHree:Ri1fcife;MI 49093 



CERTIFICATE OF FACSMiLE tRpi$MISSION (37 CFR 1.8(a)) 

I h^by certify thai this paper (along with any riiMreij to flif Wtf^ attached or enclosed) is being transmiued 
via facsimile, on the date shown below, to: Cot#iiksionCT fcr ra^nts, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
223 13^1450, at (703)872-9306. it : ' ^M? 



Date: n/Zi/oH 



: i Katry B. Hennenaan, Jr. 
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